lem of eliminating the last vestiges of Nazism, and Iraii'S-
ibrming Germany into a democratic country.
In view of this, how is one to interpret the fact that the
draft does not say a single word about these important ob-
jectives for the maintenance of peace and the security of
nations? It must be clear to us lhal all advocates of lasting
peace are interested in the unreserved implementation of
Ihe afore-mentioned decisions of the Crimea and Berlin con-
ferences. We must remember our joint decisions, which say
that "German militarism and Nazism will be extirpated and
the Allies will take in agreement together, now and in the
future, the other measure's necessary to assure that G'er-
many never again will threaten her neighbours or the peace
of the world." (Berlin conference.)
The proposed treaty does not conform to these objec-
tives. It avoids and disregards1 the extremely important pre-
requisites for ensuring lasting peacte and the security of
nations. Thus, from the point of view of the interests of
security, the suggested draft treaty does not conform to its
purpose, not to mention the fact that it conflicts with the
earlier joint decisions of the Allie's.
Despite the complete inadequacy of the measures pro-
posed to prevent new aggression by Germany, the draft en-
visages the possibility of terminating the Allied occupation
of German territory. It thus ignores the aims which guided
the Allies when they established the occupation of Germany.
It must not be forgotten that the presence of Allied and So-
viet forces in Germany ihas three aims: first, to* secure and
complete the military and economic disarmament of Ger-
many; secondly, to secure the democratization of the re-
gime in Germany; and thirdly, to assure reparation deliveries.
As long as the'se objectives have not been achieved, we hold
that the presence of occupation forces in Germany and the
maintenance of zones of occupation are absolutely Essential.
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